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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . Receipt of Applicant's Amendment, filed 27 December 2005, is acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-22 and 24-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bence, Jr. et al. (Bence, Jr." 6, 484, 1 78) in view of Estrada et al. 
("Estrada" 6, 594.664). 

As per claim 1, Bence, Jr. discloses a data processing system comprising: 

a display control unit of implementing a display module for displaying at least one 

format file containing a fixed format, and at least one data file containing item data to be 

set to the fixed format (Bence, Jr., col. 4, lines 7-13 and Fig. 5); 

a setting unit for setting the item data of the data file to the fixed format of the 

format file in accordance with the specifying operation (Bence, Jr., col. 1 , line 60 - col. 2, 

lines 8, aligning the data contained in a given record, thus, creating a format 
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corresponding to the client's data format. . .this function serves to mass convert the 
client's data records into a common data format") 

Bence teaches facilitating the conversion data files into the common format by 
prompting the operator to identify a client whose data is to be analyzed and formatted, 
and optionally, to enter a specific name of a file containing the data by means of a drop- 
down selection function as is well know in the art (col. 3, lines 60-67; col. 4, lines 7-13). 

Bence does not explicitly teach firstly selects the data file and second drags the 
selected data file to the format file. 

Estrada, however, teaches "a specifying control unit implementing a specifying 
module which performs two different operations, a first operation in which the specifying 
module firstly selects the data file and second drags the selected data file to the format 
file, and secondly drags the selected format file to the data file" as the drag and drop is 
a specifying operation that instructs the system to convert a data file to a fix format 
file/HTML file (col. 20, lines 46-67 and Fig. 16. element 244). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references because Estrada's 
teaching would have allowed Bence's to provide speed and ease of use for the 
operation because it processes two commands (i.e., select and drag-and-drop) in one 
action as suggested by Estrada (col. 20, line 57). 
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As per claim 2, Bence, Jr. and Estrada teach all the claimed subject matters as 
discussed in claim 1 , and further disclose said setting unit sets the item data to the fixed 
format of the format file, and creates the plurality of files at one time (Bence, Jr. col. 2, 
lines 18-33). 

As per claim 3, Bence, Jr. and Estrada teach all the claimed subject matters as 
discussed in claim 1 , and further disclose said setting unit sets the item data of the data 
file to the fixed format of the format file by a form overlay function in accordance with the 
specifying operation (Bence, Jr. Fig. 1, 5, 7, col. 2, lines 18-33). 

As per claim 4, Bence, Jr. and Estrada teach all the claimed subject matters as 
discussed in claim 1, and further disclose a distinguishing unit of distinguishing between 
file formats of the specified format tile and data file (Bence, Jr., Fig. 1 , col. 2, lines 18- 
33). 

As per claim 5, Bence, Jr. and Estrada teach all the claimed subject matters as 
discussed in claim 4, and further disclose distinguishing unit distinguishes between the 
file formats of the format file and the data file on the basis of any one category of 
element among extensions, filenames and a file selection order (Bence, Figs. 4, 6A, 7, 
col. 7, line 65 - col. 8, line 15). 
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As per claim 6, Bence, Jr. and Estrada teach all the claimed subject matters as 
discussed in claim 1, and further disclose a print control unit of implementing a print 
module for printing contents of the item data of the data file which have been set to the 
fixed format of the format file in accordance with the specifying operation (Bence, Jr., 
Fig. 4, Printer Maker/Model). 

As per claim 7, Bence, Jr. and Estrada teach all the claimed subject matters as 
discussed in claim 1, and further disclose said specifying control unit implements the 
specifying module for specifying the format file and the data file by a drag and drop 
function (Estrada, Fig. 16, element 244). 

As per claim 8, Bence, Jr. and Estrada teach ail the claimed subject matters as 
discussed in claim 1, and further disclose said setting unit sets the item data of the data 
file to the fixed format of the format file in accordance with the specifying operation of 
specifying the format file and the data file that are displayed in the form of display 
objects (Bence, Jr., Fig. 1, col. 2, lines 17-42). 

Claims 9-12 and 16-19 are rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons 
given above for claims 1-4. 

Claims 13-15 and 20-22 are rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons 
given above for claims 6-8. 
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As per claim 24, Bence, Jr. and Estrada teach all the claimed subject matters as 
discussed in claim 2, and further teach said setting unit sets the item data of the data 
file to the fixed format of the format file by a form overlay function in accordance with the 
specifying operation (Bence, Jr., Fig. 1, 5, 7, col. 2, lines 18-49). 

As per claim 25, Bence, Jr. and Estrada teach all the claimed subject matters as 
discussed in claim 2, and further teach distinguishing unit distinguishing between file 
formats of the specified format file and data file (Bence, Jr., col. 2, lines 18-49). 

As per claim 26, Bence, Jr. and Estrada teach all the claimed subject matters as 
discussed in claim 2, and further teach a print control unit implementing a print module 
printing contents of the item data of the data file which have been set to the fixed format 
of the format file in accordance with the specifying operation (Bence, Jr., col. 6, lines 
58-60). 

Claim; 27, 32 and 37 are rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given 
above for claim 7. 

As per claim 28, Bence, Jr. and Estrada teach all the claimed subject matters as 
discussed in claim 2, and further teach said setting unit sets the item data of the data 
file to the fixed format of the format file in accordance with the specifying operation of 
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specifying the format file and the data file that are displayed in the form of display 
objects (Bence, Jr., col. 1, line 44 - col. 2, line 49). 

Claims 29 and 34 are rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given 
above for claim 24. 

Claims 30 and 35 are rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given 
above for claim 25. 

Claims 31 and 36 are rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given 
above for claim 26. 

Claims 33 and 38 are rejected on grounds^corresponding to the reasons given 
above for claim 28. 

4. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bence, 
Jr. et al.('Bence, Jr. 6,484,178) in view of Estrada et al. (Estrada 6,594,664) and further 
in view of Yuichi (JP 9282209). 

As per claim 23, Bence, Jr. and Estrada teach all the claimed subject matters as 
discussed in claim 1 , except for explicitly disclosing the format file and the data file are 
displayed as a list. 

Yuichi, however, teaches displaying the files as a list (Yuichi, p 13, [Solving 
Means]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references because Yuichi's 
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teaching would have allowed Bence- Estrada's to enable the user to locate the desired 
file quickly and easijy by display the files as a list. 

Response to Argument 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 27 December 2005have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that neither Bence, Jr. et al. nor Estrada et al. teaches or 
suggests the features of independent claims 1 , 9, and 16. Rather, at best, the 
combination of Bence, Jr. et al. nor Estrada et al. teaches or suggests only single 
operation specifying. 

In response to the preceding arguments. Examiner respectfully submits that 
Wikipedia defines the term drag-and drop as clicking on a virtual object and dragging 
it to a different location. It is submitted that the act of "clicking" is equivalent with the 
claimed limitation "selecting" (i.e., first operation) and the drag-and-drop operation to 
move the object is the second operation. Therefore, Estrada's drag-and-drop operation 
includes the selecting step within the drag-and-drop operation, and thus teaches the 
claimed limitations "firstly selecting the data file" and "secondly drags the selected data 
file..." 

Answers.com - Wikipedia states 
drag-and-drop 

In computer graphical user interfaces , drag-and-drop is the action of (or 
support for the action of) clicking on a virtual object and dragging it to a 
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different location or onto another virtual object. In general, it can be used to 
invoke many kinds of actions, or create various types of associations 
between two abstract objects. 

Hence, based on the above, Bence, Jr. et al. and Estrada et al. teach the 
limitations as claimed, 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leslie Wong whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4120. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday 9:30am - 6:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, CHARLES RONES can be reached on (571 ) 272-4085. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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